f  ■ 


•  I 

-..A 


f—  aC  ■♦A  •  ^  ^ 

So 


"Tt’s  Nor  always  that  easy  to  tell 
jLthe  fake  from  the  genuine  at  tide. 

For  iniiar.ee; 

•*Tho  Complds  and  Unub'rid-od 
Series”  of  Vie  pentagon  Papery  “as 
published  by  The  tkov  1[  r>r<'Tiniei  is 
labeled  on  the  jacket.  The  Secret  Hi-.- 
torv  of  the  Vietnam  ^^'ar,  >•  and  has 
been  so  headlined,  promoted  and  moral¬ 
ized  over.  Let  us  examine  what  has 
actually  bec.n  put  before  us. 

•  In  -  /une  1967  Defense  SecrcUiry 
Robert  McNamara,  who  had  by  then 
bcco.me  discouraged  with  the  Vietnam 
vvar,  ordered  a  secret  study  to  be  made 
of  U.S.  involvement  in  Indochina  since 
the  end  of  World  War  II.  The  project 
wis  carried  out,  it  is  said,  by  36  per¬ 
sons  assembled  from  the  Pentagon,  the 
State  Department  and  one  or  two  of 
the  semi-official  think  tanks.  Only  two 
of  the  three  doren  have  been  n.amed; 
Leslie  Gelb,  who  was  in  charge  of  the 

•  project,  and  Daniel  Ellsbcrg.  who 
slipped  part  of  its  product  to  the  press 
in  order  to  atone  for  his  war  crimes 
and  crimes  against  humanity. 

The  36  were  as  busy  xs  beavers  for 
eighteen  months  following  their  assign¬ 
ment.  They  collected  four  thousand 
pages  of  documents,  wrote  three  thou-  . 
sand  pages  of  narrative  and  commen¬ 
tary’ — more  than  two  and  a  halt  million 
words  in  all — and  courned  these  into 
47  volumes. 

But  before  skipping  to  the  next  step 
in  the  evolution  of  the  Pentagon  Papers, 
wc  should  note:  1)  The  collected  docu¬ 
ments.  though  multitudinous,  were  a 
narrow  selection  from  the  entirety  of 
those  bearing  on  the  assigned  topic. 
None  came  from  the  White  House, 
none  from  the  National  Security  Couu- 
•  cil  and  few  from  the  State  Department 
or  CIA.  2)  The  investigations  by  the 
36  did  not  include  any  direct  testimony 
from  nny  of  the  leading  participants  in 
the  events,  who.  it  may  bo  proumed. 
said  things  to  cacli  other  that  were  not 
written  down  and  who  made  the  deci¬ 
sions.  3)  Some  at  lea.t  of  the  36 
scribes — beginning  with  the  surlaccd 
•  EUsberg  and  Gelb,  who  arc  sufficiently 

on  public  record — were  in  no  sense 
r  neutral  or  disintercNtcd  chroniclers. 

Tliey  were  out  to  present  not  an  objec¬ 
tive  chronicle,  b\it  a  iMiilippic.  a 
Tuicusv!,  an  iiiUii^meifl »lhe  nation 
•  '  «  oCjyf*  e**  ■ 
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and  its  leadership  and  their  intent  is 
plainly  mirrored  in  the  emotion-laden 
hir.s  of  their  prose.  ’'Cur”  share  in 
Die.m’s  overthrow  is  “complicity  ;  our 
tactics  not  merely  fail,  b'ut  tail  dis¬ 
mally’*;  a  meeting  of  the  NSC  becomes 
“revealing”  because  of  its  “rambling 
inabilitv  to  focus’ ;  our  planning'  takes 
on  “a  kind  of  absurd  cpaality.”  Hardly 
t'ne  tone  of  an  objective'  historian, 
scholar  or  bureaucrat.  So  it  is  net  sur- 
prisinsi  to  come  upon  such  rv,*caling 
(if  1  may  borrow-  the  word)  sentences 
as  the  following.  One  of  Mr.  .Mc- 
Namara’.s  anonymous  niirrato.'v  .Glares 
that  in  1945-1946  Ho  Chi  Minh  wrote 
cieht  letters  to  President  Truman  and 
.Secretary' Achason  appealing  for  United 
States  support  and  intervertion  “against 
French  colonialsm.”  but  apparently  got 
no  reply.  The  barrator  comments: 
“Non-intervention  by  the  United  States 
on  behalf  of  the  Vielnamc\c  was  lanta- 
.mount  to  acceptance  of  the  French. 
(^Iy  italics.)  Read  back;  .f  w.as  Ho  Cut 
Minh  who  wrote  the  letters.  (Still  my 
italics.) 


thi  proper  pa’itcrn.  an  outline  is  h.oc.xcu 
in  by  the  Threx’  .-.tafi,  end  reir.lcrc?«i  bv 
the  punctuatlcn  of  he'adli.-irs,  cUirorials 
and  columns  of  the  media  at  iarge 
'This  surroiinding  fog  obscures  frotn  'all 
but  the  alert  readers  the  fact  that 

the  juicier  dc-cunaenti — ir-chadiag  those 
on  which  accusations  of  •‘•delil’erate  de¬ 
ception”  are  to  be  based— were  actuaiiy 
mere  “contingency  planning"  or  anal¬ 
yses  of  “options.” 

Let  us  mention,  P.nall>  ,  that  net  one 
citizen  in  a  million  wjU  read  more  than 
a  few  of  the  documents  included  in 
even  this  10  per  cent  vcrsi>jn,  cr.d  most 
people  won’t  read  any  them.  The 
public  impression  will  be  derived  f.om 
the  headlines,  new's  stories,  T'*'  a.ad 
columns,  most  of  which  added  still  an¬ 
other  stage  of  sclecuve  screening,  dis¬ 
tortion  and  downright  fa*.si£caiioa. 
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_)o  NOW’  Secretary  McNamara's  mod¬ 
est  project  goes  through  its  next  selec¬ 
tive  screening  process.  Ellsherg.  throb¬ 
bing  with  his  own  guilt,  decides  ail  the 
rest  of  us  must  feel  guilty  along  with 
him,  >o  he  (and  who  else?)  turns  his 
iooi  over  to  the  papers  (in  another  Top 
Secict  transaction,  n.murally).  But  not 
all  of  it.  no  sir.  Ell. berg  and  Co.  stash 
three  or  lour  of  thoN-e  47  vo.umes  baCfC 
in  It’.e  l■'lJeout.  Seems  a  fellow  can  l 
tru't  c’-cn  tlic  .\Tw  \nrb  Tinwi  aiul  t.ve 
HVo/iiVrgnri  /'cMr^thesc  days.  .And,  well, 
who  knoas  when  a  few  very  special 
lop  -Sccieli  might  come  in  haady. 

'I  hen  t«ic  Timex  gets  Itx  selective 
j- n ji-^vcc'S  under  wa/.  Ihicc 
IIKM'.;!!.  hitei  the  2.S  miilio.n  wi-rds  are 
do. .11  to  j’.KMit  a  qu.irtcr  m:ll:>':i.  To 
PKi’i^e  sure  they  arr.mee  themselves  in 


s  The  Pentason  Papers  in  truth, 
then,  “the  history  of  the  Vietn-am  war"'? 
Although  many  of  iu  clsmccts  are  o: 
historical  significance,  the  accwuat  of 
its  evolution  proves  that  the  whole  is 
not  a  history  in  any  legitimate  sense, 
nor  t’ne  condensation  or  summary  of  a 
history.  The  jacket  label,  “Tne  Secret 
History  of  t’ne  Vi-tnam  w-ar.”  is  a  falsi¬ 
fication;  The  Pentagon  Papers,  th'al  is  to 
say,  is  a  fake,  li’.cc  one  of  those  paint¬ 
ings  by  Elmyr  d»  Hory  sighed  Picasso 
or  Matisse. 

NR  launched  its  little  fiction  two 
weeks  ago  to  pric’jt  the  pretentious  and 
distorting  bubble  t’ne  media  hac  blovvn 
aro'und  that  fake.  “The  poet’s  function” 
— we  will  take  it  from  Aristciic — “is  to 
describe,  not  t’ne  thing  Lhal  'nos  hap¬ 
pened.  but  a  kind  of  thing  that  migh: 
happen,  i.c.,  what  is  pxtv.ibl-*  .is  I**  •'•  = 
probable  or  necesserj'  .  .  .  Or.-.-  .-r,::s:  *.  /: 
aim  at  a  rigid  adherence  to  the  tr 
tienal  stories.  .  .  .  1:  wce'd  K*  ab-u:,:.  .n 
fact,  to  do  so,  as  even  t!:c  ki-..-'*n  xx-r  t-s 
are  onlv  kn^iwn  to  a  few.  .  .  V-au  if 
the  poet  should  come  to  take  a.  ••■•'b  •-•-t 
from  actual  history,  he  is  none  the 
les-s  a  poet  tor  th.-it,  since  some  hls- 
tofic.-xr  occurrences  may  v.,-ry  well  be 
in  the  pO'Sthle  and  prob'able  crucr  ot 
things.  .  .  .  H.-nce  poetry  ix  .-thing 
n'.ore  philosophic  and  vU  gtjv.-r  unrort 
ll'..an  his’.orv  s'  ice  its  .statcmcits  tr-c  of 
the  nature  rat.ncr  of  unlvcij.;. ».  oT 
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